REMARKS 



Examiner in the office action dated 2/16/2007 has objected to Figure 2 not 
5 containing a "Prior Art" label and also not identifying Figure 2 as a Non-Patent 
Literature, including all applicable references to where, when it was printed. 

Examiner has also objected to informalities in claims 2 to 9 and error in claim 8. 

10 Applicant has corrected Figure 2 as required and replacement drawing sheet #2 

is attached. Applicant has also corrected Figure 2 description in the Drawings section, 
as required and an amended drawing section is attached. In the claims section, 
Applicant has also corrected the informalities and errors in claim 2 to 9. 

15 Applicant has attached IDS sheet 1 of 1 that identifies prior art discovered in a 

co-pending US and European applications on secure payment systems. 

Examiner in the office action dated 2/16/2007 has rejected claims 1 to 6 and 8 to 
14 under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Showghi et al. Further claim 7 is 
20 rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over Showghi et al as applied to 
claims 1 to 6 and 8 to 14 above, alone 

Applicant has amended claims 1 to 14 as appropriate to better clarify what the 
applicant regards as the scope of the invention. Applicant has added new claims 15 to 
25 17. These claims find support in the specification. No new matter is believed added. 

Amended claims 1 to 14 are not now anticipated by Showghi and claim 7 is not 
now obvious over Showghi in view of claims 1 to 6 and 8 to 14 alone, for the following 
reasons. 
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Showghi teaches a system and method of remote ordering food and souveiner 
items in a sports arena with pre-assigned seats via a wireless device, from their specific 
seats, from vendors in the arena for delivery of these items to the ordering patron at 
his/her seat in the arena and pre-paying for them by the wireless device at the time of 
5 ordering by a prepaid account or a bankcard, that is entered into the venue server 16, at 
the time of entering the arena. Showghi does not teach security of identity sensitive 
bankcard data of customer and merely teaches system and method of convenience for 
remote ordering food items and pre-paying for them in a sports arena. 

10 In contrast, the present invention is wholly different as an invention to 

accomplish the security of customer bankcard data, in a payment transaction to a 
restaurant merchant when a paper bill is presented to the customer in the restaurant. 
The distinguishing features of the present invention over Showghi et al are further 
identified below. 

15 

Showghi teaches set up of a venue specific remote ordering system where the 
venue server 16 and order processing server 18 of Showghi are for the specific venue 
and are equivalent to merchant computer system and thus entirely different than the 
central system on a global computer network of the present invention. 

20 

From Showghi, col. 5, lines 29-39, the payment system as in Showghi is wholly 
different that the present invention, as the bankcard information or account information 
is given to the venue processor 16 for processing payment transactions and the venue 
processor 16 is equivalent to a merchant computer system. Thus the venue processor 
25 16 is wholly different than the central system of the present invention. 

From Showghi, col. 2, lines 49-50, the order of Showghi includes identification of 
the items ordered and seat location or patron identification and is transmitted to a 
central order fulfilling site. In contrast no such feature exists in the present invention, 
30 the present invention being for security of bankcard data of the patron. From Showghi, 
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col. 4, lines 19-24, Showghi teaches a local venue server 16 for the venue. In contrast, 
presesnt invention does not teach a venue specific local server. 

From Showghi, col. 5, lines 17-22, a pre-purchased venue ticket with a serial 
5 number having a venue code, date and seat location information, which is used to 
identify a customer for ordering purpose in a venue specific ordering system is wholly 
different than the restaurant paper bill having a service code presented to the customer 
in the restaurant after ordering his meal, where the service code is used to identify the 
merchant to the central system for a private and secure payment transaction that does 
10 not disclose and transfer customer identity sensitive data to the merchant computer 
system. 

From Showghi, col. 7, lines 43-56, as in Showghi there is no order transmittal 
using the ticket identification to identify the customer by seat and venue in the present 
15 invention, the present invention being for the security of customer bankcard data in a 
payment transaction to a restaurant merchant. Hence the venue ticket is wholly different 
than the bill with a service code of the present invention. 

Also, as in Showghi there is no delivery confirmation as a trigger for payment 
20 transaction, in the present invention, the present invention being exclusively for the 
security of private data of bankcard of the customer in a payment transaction to a 
restaurant merchant. 

Thus in claim 1 the customer does not transfer his/her bankcard data to 
25 restaurant merchant point of sale systems as it happens in prior art as commonly used 
for processing such payment transactions or to the venue processor 16 point of sale 
systems as in Showghi. Hence amended claim 1 is neither anticipated nor obvious over 
Showghi et al. Likewise method claim 10 and dependent claims 2 to 9 and 11 to 14 are 
not anticipated or obvious over Showghi. . 
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The newly added claims 14 to 17 teach the use of a service code on a paper bill 
that is presented to a customer by a restaurant merchant, and how such a service code 
is used to effect a payment transaction to the restaurant merchant without disclosing 
/transferring identity sensitive bankcard data to the merchant computer systems, from 
5 where they are subject to theft. Showghi does not teach security of bankcard identity 
data of customer and merely teaches system and method of convenience for remote 
ordering food and other items in a sports arena. Hence, applicant belives, newly added 
claims 14 to 17 would be allowable over Showghi. 

10 
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CONCLUSION 



In conclusion, Applicant respectfully asserts that claims 1 to 17 are patentable for 
the reasons set forth above, and that the application is now in a condition for allowance. 
5 Accordingly, an early notice of allowance is respectfully requested. The Examiner is 
requested to call the undersigned at 310-540-4095 for any reason that would advance the 
instant application to issue. 



Dated this the May 1 6 tn , 2007 
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Respectfully submitted, 
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Tara Chand Singhal 
Applicant 



P O Box 5075 



Torrance, California 90510 
Telephone: (310)540-4095 
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Amended 



BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 

The novel features of this invention, as well as the invention itself, both as 
5 to its structure and its operation, will be best understood from the accompanying 
drawings, taken in conjunction with the accompanying description, in which 
similar reference characters refer to similar parts, and in which: 

Figure 1 is a block diagram that illustrates a prior art restaurant payment 
10 system; 

Figure 2 is non patent literature that shows a news item from Daily 
Breeze, Jan 20, 2002; page A5 that shows that a credit card fraud ring uses 
restaurant workers, the news item that illustrates security risks in prior art 
payment system; 

15 Figure 3 is a block diagram that illustrates features of the present 

invention payment system between a dining customer and a restaurant owner; 

Figure 4 is a block diagram that illustrates a central system having 
features of the present invention; and 

Figures 5 is illustration of a flow diagram of a payment system having 
20 features of the present invention. 
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